[ Efficiency vs vertpos | [ fake+duplicates vs vertr
0.8

| R L EEEEEEE, A

0.7

o
©
T

................................................

0.6

0.

efficiency vs vert r

©
o2}
T

0.4

——
i oy
Eru cai
P
i
+
take+duplicates vs. r
UL

0.3

[$3]
(AN RRRRE RRRREEE LN LN R

0.2

TTTTTF
—_—t—
:
e
i
== :
- .
£
o
s
o

D
UL
i
=
i

o
[N

: + :
0.2 ---mmemetemeeeeeeeees T T SRRRTLLLE

Ratio
Ratio
P
iy

AL AL

1072 10 1 10 0?
TP vertr (cr%)

—a— DQM_CKF_TTbarPU
=fic —«— DQM_mKkFit_TTbarPU
@ —+— DQM_mkFit_TTbarPU-clonerfix
0.8 " " " " " ~ 05
: : : : : )
0.7F------ R SR AR SO Lo > 0.45

efticiency vs vert z

3
: : : : : = 0.4

1| SERETE SRR P SR R b 8
T A ; 50.35
R R R { it A S T 03

3 : ** : + : <

A A S 0.25

Fob b
o i bl
.

q_:.'..'..'.;,.' i «w*{ ' .0

o
[N

0.15

1.2

Ratio
Ratio

1.

P

OS5t N s F T

iy
T

-30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30 -30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30
TP vert z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV 7 | [ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

0.8 T T T T T T T ~n 05
T 2

R A S L

E : : : : : : : S
r : : : : : : : 5 04
O AR AR SIS S SN SN S @

o
w

0.25

efticiency vs Sim. PV z
.
\%
o
(o8]
a

: : : g ; :
05 gL
00 T

e

10 O T

FEREESHES

fake+duplicates rate vs
o
N

©
i

0.05]

Ratio
Ratio
P
N

20 -5 =105 0 5 10 15 20 20-15-10 -5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm) Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


